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Uockcts Managcmcnt firanch (HFA-3.13) 
Food and Drug AdmmMratlon 
5630 Fishers Lane, rm 1061 
Rock\,iiie. hiD 20852 

Dear FDA. 

1 am wntmg about your “Draft Guidance for Industry: Voluntar) Labeling Indicating Whether 
Foods Hale or Have hot Been Developed Using Bioengineering.‘T After reading J-our 
uackground discussion of the draft 1 am left wondering who our FDA represents, the people - or- 
the biotech corporations. I fjnd it curious that you piacc the burden of proof as to biotech food 
sal’ety on the individuals and groups who may write in protest of your draft rules. In your 
discussion pu wri tc, ‘*,%40st of-the comments that addressed iaheiing reqtrrsted mandaroi? 
c~~.si*lo.wrc? i?J* the j&S that he j&d or Us ~?grtkhml.t MJCI.) ~iwngineered or WM prc~duct~dJiw?r 
bioen~~.neered,f~od. However, these comments diid nor provide a’ara or other infbrmation 
regarding ccnseqwnces to con.wmer.~jrom eating theJbods or any other hclsis jbr US tojind 
wtder section 201(n) oj the act thar wch a discioswe u7a.y a mrtterialjacr. A4any oj’ihe comments 
expresred concern abottt possihk Iong-ieiw conseguences.~o~,t consuming bioengineered jbods, 
kwt they did not contend that anj: oj I/W hioenginoeredf6od.r already on the marker have a&er.re 
health eJjL~1~;. Eke commeni3 were mainb: expressions oj concern a&W the wknown.” How 
couid the long term consequences of broengineered food be known when they haven-t been 
around long enough to perform long term studres’! Do Lou expect that the general public ~111 be 
knot+ Icdgcablc enough on the tcchmcal aspects or tbls ISSUC to provldc \‘ou scicnlliic proof of the 
dangers’? Do 3-0~ think that those of us purchasing and eating these foods have time and expertise 
to test them on laboratory ammals bclorc ~vc cat them’! Forhmatcl3, thcrc arc mdlvlduals and 
orgamzatlons, which of their OM n accord and at their own espense (with little or no tinancial gain 
to then- work, unlike the biotech corporations) have explored the issue and uncovered numerous 
qucstIonablc condrtrons. I am aware they hart ralscd thcsc ISSUCS with your department, 
therefore will not elaborate upon them. 

Slould not the burden of proof he wrth those corporations desirous of selling theu blotech 
products rather than the general public who has nothing to gain escept their own safe&? Have 
!‘ou so soon forgotten the pcstlcldc dcbaclc of‘thc &3-s? ‘I‘bc corporations creating those 
pcsucidcs cotlrxiccd the govcrnmcnt and public that thcrc was no danger. .Thc sduation was the 
same then as it IS now with bioenginecrcd foods, In both cases me did not know what the fuhm 
i\ouid hold of the products m qticstlon \\‘crc used w-ldc scale. ‘Today WC rcgct the use of DDT’ 
and dloxm, Just to name a couple of’ the worst. Had those chcmtcais been adcquatcly tcstcd, the! 
nouid never have made it to the market ptace -that is, it’our goscrnment.s protection agencies 
had done thctr Job ill enforcing thorough tcstmg. 

It IS so cicar to me that the job of proving safety in this matter lies with the corporations 
promotmg these products. 1 cannot understand how an agcnc!. thal purports lo protect the pubhc 
cannot see this. It is interesting to note in your draft that you state, ‘% hr example. we are seeking 
Lvmmenr on whetner. and hnu:, ,statr?ments like GM,,iiut~ ” or no generically engineered 
mtrreriai” caul he made withour being jal.se or m~sieading. In the gtlidance document, hi9A advise.s 
char the term ’ :fkee” may be d~jjkw/~ to t/se withorrr heing,fdse or misleading. Ifit implies “zero, ” 
11 may he very d#ictrit to substantiate. *’ i must ask myseif. what csactiy is ‘false or misleading- 
in tnk ISSUC. is It not -false or misleading- for corporations to sell their genetically modified 
products to the general public without mformmg them? To me, this is the epitome of ‘false and 



. . . 
mtsieadmg,‘ actions, however FDA seems to have no conwence pangs whatsoever about this 
a%v& on the part of‘corporations. Whv IS that so’! With behavior like that, do you not Lvonder 
~11~ itI fca:;t a poruon of the pubhc percerk es L-DA as ‘m the pocket’ of the biotech corporaltons’.’ 
FDA provided rules in the past requiring manufacturers to list ail ingredients in their processed 
food products. Why did FOA rcquu-c such actions? Was It not to protect and inform the pubhc? 
Hon dots iabelmg ofgcnctlcalip modlficd food products dltkr from hstmg food mgrcdlcnts*? Is 
not the spked frog gene in a broccoli plant not an unexpected ‘ingredient-Just as mono-sodium 
glutamate IS m a can of soup? 1 have a hard time undcrstandmg how your stand on this lssuc 
could hold up m court, based on J our past stance regarding food Iabchng. I have an cvcn harder 
time understanding how you, in good conscience, can believe you are protecting the public m this 
matter. f always thought that protectIon of the public was the primary mission of FDA. Maybe i 
ant mistaken. 

Looked at liom a hlghcr pcrspcctwc, the ~ssuc of labcimg gcnctlcally altcrcd food 1s ultlmatel!, an 
ethical and philosophical one. it seems that the creators ofbiotech fbods are so enamored with 
their mteiiectuai creatwlty that they believe the]‘ can discard {or ignore} the wisdom needed to 
utllrzc their crcatwlty m a manner of bcncfit to the pubilc. it stems they truly bciierc they arc 
acting in the public’s best interest because they shall suppiy the world with an abundance of food. 
Our sctentlsts and corporations thought the same thmg about pesticides (many still do). Anyone 
\I 110 stuches. howvcr, the root cause of det’lcicnt diets m this-v orid knows that the real causes arc 
ISSUCS such as powrtyS unequal tbod distribution? and 1x4 ofeducation. Food scarcity as a cause 
ofworld hunger is a myrh (see ‘Escaping Hunger. Escaping Excess’ World Watch Magazine, 
Jul~~/August 2000). For csamplc, thcrc is enough food thrown away in Amcrlcan restaurants and, 
supermarkctts to feed a large percentage of the under nounshed people of the world. It is fine it 
the creators of’ blotcch foods want to play god, but do they hat c God‘s wisdom’! i suspect not. 
Maybe the FDA bcl~~cs the,: have that lcvct ofvxsdom. Maybe that IS why biotcch foods 
receive I-cry little testing before reaching the marketplace. Or maybe FDA already let the cat out 
01‘ the bag and now cannot possibly keep up n uh the onslaught of bmengmeered food waitmg to 
cnlcr the market place. 

i am surprtscd at nyscff for cvcn bothcnng to \\rItc this Icttcr. As with many Americans, 1 am so 
accustomed to our government ignormg the needs of the public that normally, i just shrug m! 
snoulders at is.sucs such as this and do nothing. AlI too often it seems we the pubhc are powerless 
against the financial might of the multi-national corporations. It appears that our only strength IS 
In our voice. and I am choosing to express mme now. The public voice served to overturn 
tiSD;lr’s original proposed orgamc tbod ruies. Ma!.be public voice can also breathe some sense 
into UIIS w,uc oflabelmg bloengmccred I&d. 

I have studied the activities of-this world iong enough to know thai the primary goal of Western 
society IS to achieve matcrlal wealth. ‘I’hc cost of that achlcicmcnt to human@ or to the Earth 
does not seem to matter. it is clear that economicaiiyT the corporations have much to lose in this 
matter. otherwise they w-ould not be so feal-ful of blotcch labclmg. You dun‘t hear them 
complaming about Iabclmg if addmg more words to thclr label hcips them sell their product. 
C’learl!~, their intent is more towards profit than toward public well being. I am embarrassed as 
an Amcncan to hear 11s cntrcvc Ihc Europeans ibr not acccptmg our biotcch foods wh~lc doing 
e\ cr?, thug, m our pohcr to force such foods on them under the auspices of ‘fair trade-. I Iwe UI 
America and 1 have traveled to France and Greece. The standard American fast food diet is a 
Lrawst!, m comparison to the hcallh! dlcts I obscn c m Europe Who arc wc to think we can 
fbrcc our nutrltmnall> poor diet (and subscqucnt health problcmsj on the Europeans’! l’hc 
current stance of FDA in the matter of labeling is dlrecti? related to this tnatter of international 
relations. Intcmatlottal tensions would bc cased tf FDA had the courage to take the high road and 



i-equire the eillnlilatlol~ ~i’*thi~~ and lnislcjdrnS’-lnIonnatlon on the part ot’thc blo tech 
compames by rcquirmg them to label their bloengmeered Clods. 

i-rom n‘h~rc i sit as ‘.JOc C‘itwen-- It is very hard to determme v, hi- FDA sides R ith corporations 
on this matter. is not the prmwp role of FDA to protect the public m food safety matters? It is 
hard not to bccomc susp~crous of our government when wtncssmg such actwtlcs as FDA-s 
current stxzce on labeling genetically engineered food. 

in c~osmg. I ask that ! ou not get lost in the forest ol” techmcaf and legal matters related to biotech 
ioods, but instead look at this issue Corn a higher elevation. Use your conscience and ~IXU- heart 
rather than onh I our head to dctcrmmc what FDA dcclslon m this matter I$ ould most trul! _ - 
rcprcscnt the best mtcrcsts of Amcrlca (and the world) today and in the future. 

i hank VoLi Ibr ) our lmlc iI> 1119s matter 

:i9 ncerei!-. 




